EY6.15.1

URBANGREEN TREE LTD.
27 VVanevery St., Etobicoke ON, M8V 1Y5
416-550-2018
john.urbangreen@gmail.com

Location: 102 Wimbleton Rd. The 4 Trees are located in the back yard. Tree 1 is near
the south fence line, Tree 2 is the center of the yard, Trees 3 and 4 are by the back
walkway.

Species: Tree 1. Norway Maple (Acer platanoides), 34.5 DBH.
Tree 2: Catalpa (Catalpa speciosa), 119.5 DBH.
Tree 3: Cedar (Cedrus), 43.5 DBH
Tree 4: Cedar (Cedrus), 45 DBH

Nature Of Work: Request permission to remove the 4 trees.

Condition: Tree 1 - Norway Maple: Large vertical crack in main stem running from base
of trunk up 15 feet, causing an increased risk for tree failure.

Tree 2 - Catalpa: Large vertical crack in main stem running from base of trunk up to
center of main union. Moisture accumulating in and around crack indicates possibility of
internal decay of main stem, causing increased risk for tree failure within close proximity
to the house.

Tree 3 — Cedar: Co-dominant stems with weak union, branch dieback throughout crown
with majority of branches on north side stem and very few on south stem causing an
imbalance to the tree. Is growing on grade causing potential loss of root foothold due to
erosion.

Tree 4 — Cedar: Branch dieback throughout crown, tree is in close proximity to the
house and leaning towards it. Tree is growing on grade causing potential loss of root
foothold due to erosion

Category: 1. >30 cm, situated on private property.
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Client’s Reason For Removal:

Tree 1 — Norway Maple: Tree is located next to property line fence on Client’s property,
the Client and neighbour are worried about future tree failure leading to fence and
property damage.

Tree 2 — Catalpa: Due to the proximity to the house and the condition of the stem, the
client is worried about an increased risk of tree or major limb failure. My client would like
to remove the tree before its condition deteriorates to the point where removal may
become more hazardous and costly.

Tree 3 — Cedar: The client is worried about the risk to neighbouring property and would
like to remove the tree to prevent future property damage or personal injury.

Tree 4 — Cedar: Due to the proximity to the house and patio, the client is worried about
the risk and would like to remove the tree to prevent future property damage or personal

injury.
Arborist Recommendation: These trees have poor structure and with the risk to

property damage or personal injury due to the locations, are therefore no longer viable
to maintain. | recommend removal and replacement.

Tree Replacement Information: My client would like to replace the 4 trees with 2
Cercidiphyllum Japonicum, an Acer rubrum and an Ostrya Virginiana.
o Acer rubrvm
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